
DIRECTORS’ MEETING
 MONDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 2005 - 11:00 A.M.

CONFERENCE ROOM 113

I. MAYOR 

1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Pledge To Recycle And Win Prizes -
Environmental Education Center also part of America Recycles Day -(See
Release) 

2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Highway 2 Trail To Be Renamed For Helen
Boosalis -(See Release) 

3. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng will discuss development planned
for the 48th & “O” Street area at a news conference at 10:00 a.m., Nov. 10th

-(See Advisory) 

4. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Seng Announces Redevelopment Plan For
South Side Of 48th & “O” Street Area -(See Release) 

5. Washington Report - November 4, 2005.

II. DIRECTORS 

FINANCE/AUDIT 

1. Letter from Mark Leikam, City of Lincoln Keno Auditor - RE: 9/30/05
Quarterly Keno Audit -(See Letter)

FINANCE/CITY TREASURER 

1. Investment Report - City of Lincoln’s Investment Activity Report for the
Fiscal Year 2004-2005.    

PLANNING 

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION .... 

1. Special Permit #05052 (2611 West L Street) Resolution No. PC-00959.
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PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES 

1. E-Mail from Kay Rising forwarded to Council Office by Karen Sieckmeyer
- RE: Wal-Mart -(Council received this E-Mail on 11/7/05 before Formal
Council Meeting) (See E-Mail) 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

1. Draft Report - RE: FY 2004 Consolidated Annual Performance and
Evaluation Report (CAPER) - (Council copies of this Report placed in their
file folders on 11/9/05) (Copy of Report on file in the City Council Office)   
  

WEED CONTROL AUTHORITY 

1. Combined Weed Program - City of Lincoln - October 2005 Monthly
Report.  

  
III. CITY CLERK 

IV. COUNCIL

 A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE 

ROBIN ESCHLIMAN 

1. Request to Lynn Johnson, Parks & Recreation Director - RE: Center lanes
being painted on bike trails (RFI#2 - 11/09/05)

2. Response E-Mail from Larry Worth, StarTran - RE: Bus ridership -(See 
E-Mail) 

V. MISCELLANEOUS -

1. E-Mail from Bonita Johnsen - RE: Cable TV -(See E-Mail) 

2. E-Mail from Joan Kalivoda - RE: Main Post Office -(See E-Mail) 



-3-

3. E-Mail from Stephanie Watts - RE: Opposition to a Wal-Mart Center on
North 84th Street -(See E-Mail) 

4. E-Mail from Jodi Delozier - RE: Wal-Mart issue- Vote NO -(See E-Mail)

5. Faxed Letter from Joy Wilder & Petition with Signatures - RE: We believe
in good business and development for North 84th Street.  We say NO to
another Wal-Mart at North 84th and YES to a smaller more neighborhood
friendly development -(Council received this Material on 11/7/05 before
Formal Council Meeting) (See Petition)   

6. Letter from Nancy Armstrong Johnson - RE: We at Armstrong Interiors and
Furniture are facing a really difficult situation-48th Street -(See Letter) 

7. E-Mail from Cathy Beecham - RE: Vote NO on Wal-Mart -(Council
received this E-Mail on 11/7/05 before Formal Council Meeting) (See 
E-Mail)

8. Material from C. Freeman - RE: The smoking ban -(See Material)

9. E-Mail from Joan Anderson - RE: The proposed ordinance to limit where
convicted sex offenders can live within the City of Lincoln -(See E-Mail) 

10. E-Mail from Doc Mullet - RE: Emerald & water -(See E-Mail) 

11. E-Mail from Bob Hampton - RE: Wal-Mart -(See E-Mail)  

12. E-Mail from Kristi Burklund - RE: The Post Office -(See E-Mail) 

13. E-Mail from Arlyn Rawson - RE: Theatre policy - (See E-Mail) 

14. Media Release from Lori Seibel, Executive Director, Community Health
Endowment of Lincoln - RE: Medicare Part D Forums-Additional Medicare
Forum Scheduled Due to High Demand -(See Release) 

15. E-Mail from RoseMary & Daniel Schweitzer - RE: Cable TV rate hike-
(See E-Mail)
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16. Letter from Alyce Masters - RE: Wal-Mart -(See Letter)

17. Letter from Stuart Long - RE: Testimony to City Council on Proposed
Cable TV Franchise - (See Letter)

VI.  ADJOURNMENT                 

da111405/tjg



CITY OF LI NCOLN
NEBRASKA

MAYOR COlEEN J. SENG lincoln.ne.goy

PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
Recycling Office, 2400 Theresa Street, Lincoln, NE 68521, 441-7043, fax 441-8735

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: November 7, 2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Gene Hanlon, Recycling Coordinator, 441-7043

PLEDGE TO RECYCLE AND WIN PRIZES
Environmental Education Center also part of America Recycles Day

As part of America Recycles Day, November 15, those pledging to recycle will be eligible for
local and national prizes. They also will have the opportunity to visit the Mobile Environmental
Education Center from 10 a.m. to 3 p.m. that day in front of the Pershing Center, 226 Centennial
Mall South. The annual national event promotes recycling and buying recycled products.

"America Recycles Day is a reminder that we can make a difference every day by recycling,"
said Gene Hanlon, City Recycling Coordinator. "Weare asking individuals to pledge to start
recycling or to improve their recycling habits. By doing the right thing, we conserve resources
and save valuable landfill space."

Through November 20th, pledge cards can be obtained and submitted at:
. any Russ's Market store;
. the Lincoln Journal Star, 926 "P" Street;. A-Can Recycling Center, 3255 South 10th Street;
. A & J Recycling Center, 3400 North 22nd Street;. Alter Scrap Processing, 525 "N" Street; and
. Mid-City Recycling, 4900 Vine Street.

A pledge form also will be included the Neighborhood Extra on November 12 and the Lincoln
Journal Star on November 14. Pledge forms will be entered into a national drawing for a 2005
Ford Escape Hybrid (for adults) and a Trek 4300 24-speed bike for kids. Local youth prizes are a
$100 Best Buy gift card (courtesy ofVonBusch Refuse); one year of curbside recycling (courtesy
of Recycling Enterprises); and a home recycling center. Local adult prizes are a$100 Russ's
Market gift card (courtesy of Russ's Market); one year of curbside recycling (courtesy of Star
City Recycling); Nebraska Lottery tickets; and a home recycling center.

Pledge cards also can be signed and submitted at the Mobile Environmental Education Center
event November 15, sponsored by the Lincoln and Nebraska recycling programs in partnership
with WasteCap Nebraska and Midland Recycling. Over the lunch hour, free hot dogs, Pepsi
products and Colby Ridge popcorn will be provided to those touring the center and completing a
pledge to recycle. The first 100 people completing a pledge at the event will receive free Lincoln
Recycles t-shirts. A grant from the Nebraska Department of Environmental Quality is funding a
live KFOR radio broadcast from the event.
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CITY OF II NCOlN
NEBRASKA

MAYOR COlEEN J. SENG lincoln.ne.gov

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: November 9, 2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Lynn Johnson, Parks and Recreation, 441-8265

HIGHWAY 2 TRAIL TO BE RENAMED FOR HELEN BOOSALTS

Mayor Coleen J. Seng invites the public to attend a ceremony Sunday, November 13 to rename
the trail on the north side of Highway 2 as the Helen Boosalis Trail. The ceremony will take
place at 4 p.m. on the trail at South 38th Street. Boosalis served on the Lincoln City Council
from 1959 through 1975, when she was elected Mayor. She served as Mayor from 1975 through
1983.

"In her 24 years in elected office, Helen was a champion for neighborhood and community
beautification and parks," said Mayor Seng. "She initiated the development of our trail system
with construction of the Billy Wolff Trail along Antelope Creek. All of us who now use our
nationally recognized trail system can thank Helen for her vision, and naming this trail for her is
public recognition of her continuing dedication to this community."

The Highway 2 trail runs along the north side of the highway from 17th Street to 56th Street. It
then extends east along Old Cheney Road to 84th Street.

Parking for the ceremony is available at the ballfield parking lot at 40th Street and Highway 2
and at Trinity Baptist Church, 38th and LaSalle streets. Ifit rains, the ceremony will take place
inside the church.
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MAYORCOLEENJ. SENG linco/n.ne.goy

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508,441-7511, fax 441-7120

DATE: November 9,2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Coleen J. Seng will discuss development planned for the 48th and "0"
Street area at a news conference at 10 a.m. Thursday, November 10 at the
reception area just outside the Mayor's Office, 555 South 10th Street.

NEBRASKA



CITY OF II NCOlN
NEBRASKA

MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG linco/n.ne.gov

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: November 10,2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Wynn Hjermstad, Urban Development Dept., 441-8211
Darl Naumann, Economic Development 441-7511

SENGANNOUNCESREDEVELOPMENTPLANFOR
SOUTH SIDE OF 48TH AND "0" AREA

Mayor Coleen J. Seng announced today that an agreement has been reached on a $10 million
redevelopment project for the south side of"O" Street between 48th and 50th streets. The
proposal calls for the construction of a West Gate Bank, a Braeda@ Fresh Express Cafe and a
Walgreen's store. The businesses would employ a total of about 100 people.

"My goal to have this area restored to a bustling retail center is becoming reality," said Mayor
Seng. "I am very pleased to see the City move forward on plans for this prime retail and
commercial property in the center of our community. This private investment will create new
jobs, increase sales tax revenue and restore vitality to this area."

A l4,000-square-foot Walgreen's would be built on the southeast corner of 48th and "0" and
would employ about 35 people. A 7,00O-square-foot Braeda@ Fresh Express Cafe would be
built east of the Walgreen's and would employ about 50 people. A 6,000-square-foot West Gate
Bank and office building would be built on the southwest corner of 50th and "0" and would
employ about 12 people.

"All three COnipanies are local and have long track records of quality developments in Lincoln
and the State of Nebraska," said Carl Sjulin, President of West Gate Bank and spokesperson for
the development group. "We appreciate the City's leadership in spearheading this project and
overcoming a number of difficult issues that the redevelopment of this property presented. We
hope this deal leads to additional private investment and redevelopment of this important aroo of
our City."

The development will be under construction at the same time the City is widening "0" Street
from 45th to 52nd Street. That stretch of"O" will close in March 2006 for the one-year project.
The street and the new development both are scheduled to open in the spring of 2007. "The 48th
and '0' Street intersection is the second-busiest in Lincoln, which is why it is important to
minimize inconvenience to the public and area businesses," said Mayor Seng.

- mnrp -



48th and "0" Development
November 10, 2005
Page Two

The 42-acre area bounded by 48th, 52nd, "R" and "N" streets was declared blighted, making
potential developers eligible for tax-increment financing (TIP). A request for proposals was
issued last spring, and Mayor Seng appointed a citizen committee to review the proposals. The
project includes about $500,000 in public site improvements that will be financed by TIP. No
City general fund dollars will be used for the development.

"The City negotiated with the property owners and reached agreement to acquire the property
without using eminent domain," said Mayor Seng. "I am very pleased that the agreement
includes green space on all sides of the development to buffer the new commercial activity from

the adjoining neighborhood."

Seng said negotiations continue on a redevelopment agreement for the area north of "G" Street.
The redevelopment agreement for the south side will be forwarded to the City Council for
approval. The agreement will be introduced on the Council agenda Monday, November 14, with
a public hearing scheduled for the November 28 Council meeting, which begins at 5:30 p.m.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) awarded the City a $128,200 assessment
grant in September of 2004. The funds will be used for environmental testing, site planning and
development of a clean-up plan if hazardous substances are found. The site was the location of
an auto dealership and associated uses. The City is working with the EP A on a date for the City
to receive the funds.
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EMINENT DOMAIN 
House approves legislation to curb eminent 
domain use.  The House overwhelmingly 
passed the “Private Property Rights 
Protection Act of 2005” (HR 4128) this week.  
The legislation is in response to the Supreme 
Court’s June ruling in the Kelo v. City of New 
London, in with the Court ruled that 
economic development could be considered a 
public use for the purposes of eminent 
domain. 
 
The measure would withhold Federal 
economic development funds for two years 
from state and local governments that 
exercise eminent domain for economic 
development purposes, even if federal funds 
are not involved in the project in question 
(see October 28 Washington Report  for 
additional details).  If a government returns 
the property, the penalty is removed.  
Railroads, public utilities, public facilities, 
rights-of-way, roads, aqueducts or pipelines, 
prisons, hospitals, and military bases are 
exempted from the definition of economic 
development. 
 
During the debate, several Democrats spoke 
about possible unintended consequences of 
the bill, expressed concern about vaguely 
defined terms, and worried that Congress 
should not interfere with the authority of state 
and local governments to regulate eminent 
domain.  However, amendments to strip the 
financial penalties from the bill, to reduce the 
language to a simple expression of the sense 
of Congress against the Supreme Court 
decision, and to change the definition of 
economic development to increasing tax 
revenue as the primary purpose of the taking 
failed.  Of note, an amendment by Rep. 
Michael Turner (R-OH) to allow 
governments to exercise eminent domain in 
case of threats to health and safety was also 
defeated. 

 
The following were also approved on the 
floor: 
 
• a manager’s amendment by House 

Judiciary Chairman James Sensenbrenner 
(R-WI) to exempt private toll roads and 
flood control facilities from the definition 
of economic development in the bill; 

 
• an amendment by Gary Miller (R-CA) 

and Eddie Bernice Johnson (R-TX) to 
exclude redevelopment of brownfields 
sites from the definition of economic 
development; 

 
• an amendment by Mike Sodrel (R-IN) 

that places the burden of proof on the 
government to demonstrate that a taking 
is not for economic development, and 

 
• an amendment by Sheila Jackson-Lee 

(D-TX) to protect property owned by 
those affected by Hurricane Katrina. 

 
The bill now moves to the Senate, where a 
companion bill by Senator John Cornyn (R-
TX) (S 1313) has not been formally 
considered. 
 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
Second version of House draft kind to Bells.  
House Energy and Commerce Committee 
Chairman Joe Barton (R-TX) and 
Telecommunications and the Internet 
Subcommittee Chairman Fred Upton (R-MI) 
released a new discussion draft of 
comprehensive te lecommunica t ions 
legislation and announced that they will hold 
the first of a series of hearings on the bill next 
week.  Unlike the previous draft, which was a 
bipartisan document drafted by both 
Republican and Democratic Committee staff, 
the new version was drafted by Republican 
staff only.  However, Barton says that he will 
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continue to work with Committee 
Democrats and unveiled this second 
version only as an attempt to spur the 
process of holding formal hearings. 
 
The new discussion draft presents a huge 
victory for the regional bell operating 
companies that are looking to move into 
the video services business that is currently 
dominated by incumbent cable television 
providers.  Both Verizon and SBC, the two 
bells most eager to enter the video services 
market, praised the bill effusively.  A 
preliminary review of the bill bears out 
their excitement.  It appears that it would 
allow them to enter the video services 
market with little regulation and with no 
obligations to local government beyond the 
payment of a token franchise fee. 
 
In general, the bill would create a loose 
regulatory regimen for almost all 
telecommunications services, requiring 
providers to obtain a vaguely defined 
franchise from the FCC and relegating 
local governments to the role of collector 
of franchise fees with possibly reduced 
ability to manage public rights-of-way. 
 
On right-of-way control and management, 
Section 406 of the discussion draft would 
affirm the authority of local governments 
to manage public rights-of-way in a non-
discriminatory manner and to collect 
compensation for their use from the 
providers of all telecommunications 
services.  It is unclear how it works with 
other portions of the bill. 
 
In a bright note for local governments, 
Section 406 of the new discussion draft 
would require providers to compensate 
property owners for damage to their 
property caused by their infrastructure or 
its installation.  In addition, Section 406 
would allow state and local governments to 
require providers to obtain bonds, 
insurance, letters of credit or other 
indemnification before they can access 
public rights-of-way.  The original 
discussion draft did not address this issue. 
 
In general, the discussion draft would 
charge the FCC with promulgating 
regulations for telecommunications 
providers, including consumer protection 
and redlining, though the bill would place 
the burden of enforcement with state 
public utility commissions. 
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FRANCHISES 
FCC to investigate barriers to video 
services franchising.  Responding to 
complaints by industry giants Verizon 
and SBC, the Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) has issued a Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
seeking comment on whether local 
governments are unreasonably denying 
franchises to new video services 
providers.  A copy of the NPRM can be 
found at www.fcc.gov. 
 
Verizon and SBC both claim that it takes 
too long to negotiate franchises with 
local governments and that local 
governments often make unreasonable 
demands of them.  They further argue 
that once franchise agreements are 
concluded, they are often vocally 
opposed by incumbent cable television 
providers. 
 
In a sign that the FCC does not plan to 
totally cave in to industry demands, the 
NPRM tentatively finds that it is 
reasonable for local governments to 
require that service providers serve the 
entire community and do not avoid low-
income neighborhoods.  The notice also 
tentatively concludes that local 
governments can reasonably expect 
video service providers to provide 
public, educational and government 
programming. 
 
The FCC is seeking comments on: 
 
• Whether local governments are 

unreasonably refusing to grant 
competit ive video services 
franchises; 

 
• Whether the FCC has the authority 

to issue a pro-competitive mandate 
under Section 621(a)(1) of the 
Communications Act; 

 
• Whether service bui ld-out 

requirements are reasonable; 
 
• Assuming it has authority under 

Section 621(a)(1), whether the FCC 
should interpret it broadly; 

 
• What steps the FCC should take to 

implement Section 621(a)(1); 
 
 

• Whether the FCC has the authority 
to set a minimum amount of time by 
which competitive video services 
providers should achieve build out, 
and if so, what constitutes a 
reasonable time frame, and 

 
• Whether the FCC should target 

actions at the state level that impede 
new video services entrants. 

 
BUDGET 
Senate approves $35 billion in 
mandatory spending.  The Senate 
approved a budget reconciliation 
package this week that would produce 
savings of approximately $35 billion to 
mandatory spending programs such as 
Medicare, Medicaid, food stamps, and 
federally-guaranteed student loans. 
 
As we have reported in recent weeks, 
reconciliation is a procedural tactic last 
used in 1997 that protects politically-
unpopular cuts to entitlement programs 
from Senate filibuster.  As a result, these 
measures also sometimes include 
legislation that has the support of the 
majority of the Senate, but not the 60 
votes needed to stop a filibuster.  The 
chief example in this year’s 
reconciliation package is a provision 
allowing oil exploration in the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR). 
 
In addition to ANWR, some highlights 
of the Senate package include $9 billion 
in savings from curbing the growth of 
the Medicare and Medicaid programs, $4 
billion in savings from slowing the 
growth of agricultural subsidies, and $10 
billion from the auction of analog 
spectrum to be freed up when 
broadcasters are required to switch to 
digital television (see related story 
below). 
 
The great majority of Senate Democrats 
opposed the reconciliation measure, 
pointing out that many of the programs 
slated for cuts are important to victims of 
recent natural disasters.  In addition, the 
final version of the reconciliation bill 
will not actually contribute to reducing 
the deficit in that it will eventually 
include as much as $70 billion in tax 
relief. 
 
 



 

Meanwhile, the House Budget Committee 
this week approved a much more 
ambitious reconciliation measure, with 
almost $54 billion in mandatory spending 
cuts (see October 28 Washington Report 
for additional details).  However, there are 
now reports that the measure may have 
some difficulty on the House floor as a 
number of moderate Republicans are 
expressing some displeasure over the 
ANWR provision and language that would 
allow states to opt-out of a ban on oil and 
gas exploration on the Outer Continental 
Shelf.  This is somewhat surprising news 
as in past years, the House has easily 
approved ANWR legislation, only to see it 
stalled in the Senate. 
 
AMTRAK 
Senate adds Amtrak reauthorization to 
reconciliation bill.  The Senate approved 
an amendment this week to its budget 
reconciliation bill that would authorize 
$11.4 billion over five years for Amtrak.  
The amendment is identical to stand-alone 
legislation (S 1516) to reauthorize the 
railroad that was sponsored by Senators 
Trent Lott (R-MS) and Frank Lautenberg 
(D-NJ). 
 
In addition to the funding for capital and 
operational expenses, the Amtrak 
authorization language includes some 
management reform through the 
establishment of a competitive bid program 
that would allow the freight railroads to bid 
for long distance train operations.  The bill 
also requires Amtrak to: develop a capital 
spending program to bring the Northeast 
Corridor (which it owns) to a state of good 
repair by 2011; requires the Surface 
Transportation Board (STB) to issue 
quarterly on-time service reports for trains 
operating on routes owned by freight 
railroads, and to work with the freight 
railroads and Amtrak to improve on-time 
service performance.  For the first time, 
STB would be able to take action to 
enforce Amtrak’s priority access when it 
finds that a freight railroad has failed to 
address delays. 
 
Amtrak has been without an authorization 
for three years now, and even though the 
Senate voted overwhelmingly for the 
amendment this week, the language is 
unlikely to make it into the final 
reconciliation bill.  The White House 
voiced objections to S 1516 when it was 
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approved earlier this year by the Senate 
Commerce Committee and is likely to 
raise objections to its inclusion in the 
budget bill. 
 
CENSUS 
Census Bureau releases first ever 
estimate of daytime population for cities 
and counties.  For the first time, the 
Census Bureau released estimates of the 
daytime population of cities and 
counties.  The estimates are the result of 
a study designed to determine how many 
people are in a city versus the nighttime 
resident population. 
 
Unsurprisingly, the study found that the 
population of many older central cities 
swells during the daytime on weekdays.  
In addition, the study discovered a 
number of new “edge” cities that have 
small resident populations but house 
thousands of employees on weekdays. 
 
According to the study, Lincoln’s 
daytime population of 235,801 is 10,220 
(4.5 percent) higher than its resident 
population of 225,581. 
 
The highest numeric increase in the 
country can be found in New York City, 
which houses a resident population of 8 
million but a weekday daytime 
population of 8.5 million.  Washington, 
DC came in a close second, where 
410,000 workers increase the city’s 
weekday daytime population by 72 
percent over its resident population. 
 
In terms of percentage change from 
resident population to daytime 
population, Commerce City, California 
leads the way among cities over 5,000 
population: its daytime population is 355 
percent greater than its resident 
population.  Farmers Branch, Texas 
leads the way among cities over 25,000 
in population:  its daytime population is 
136 percent higher than its resident 
population. 
 
Additional information on the Census 
estimates can be found at: 
http://www.census.gov/population/www/
socdemo/daytime/daytimepop.html 
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The Honorable Mayor 
And Members of the City Council 
Lincoln, Nebraska 
 
I have performed the procedures as required by Revenue Ruling 35-96-3 
published by the Nebraska Department of Revenue, Charitable Gaming 
Division, which were agreed to by the City of Lincoln and the Nebraska 
Department of Revenue, solely to assist the specified users in evaluating the 
City of Lincoln’s compliance with the Nebraska County and City Lottery Act 
and County and City Lottery Regulations during the quarter ended September 
30, 2005.  The sufficiency of these procedures is solely the responsibility of 
the specified users of the report. 
 
Sample sizes exceeded the minimum required and additional procedures were 
performed as determined necessary by the City of Lincoln’s level of keno 
activity and are summarized as follows: 
 
Audit Procedure 
 

Sample Required 

• Review videotapes of ball draws. 
 

150 games 15 games 

• Review winning tickets of 
$1,500 and over. 

 

 
100% (41 tickets) 

 
100% (up to 23) 

• Review paid tickets 
 

151 tickets 23 tickets 
 

• Review void tickets. 
 

101 tickets 23 tickets 

• Trace paid tickets to the 
transaction log. 

 

 
50 tickets 

 
23 tickets 

• Verify the accuracy of the 
transaction log. 

 

Each day of the 
quarter (100%) 

 
1 shift 

• Recalculate the prize reserve 
balance and reconcile to prize 
bank accounts. 

 

 
 
Monthly  
 

 
 
Not required 

• Verify that lottery worker 
applications have been filed with 
the State for all employees 
performing work directly related 
to the conduct of the lottery. 

 
 
 
 
100% 

 
 
 
 
Not required 
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During the performance of the required procedures and additional testing noted above, no 
findings were noted.  
   

This report is intended solely for the information and use of officials of the City of Lincoln, the 
management of Lincoln’s Big Red Lottery Services Ltd. and the Nebraska Department of 
Revenue and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified 
parties. 
 

 
 
Mark Leikam     
City of Lincoln Keno Auditor   
November 3, 2005 























Tammy J Grammer/Notes 

11/07/2005 12:54 PM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: InterLinc: Feedback

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 11/07/2005 12:57 PM -----

Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes 

11/07/2005 12:15 PM To Tammy J Grammer/Notes@Notes

cc

Subject Fw: InterLinc: Feedback

InterLinc: Feedback 

Name:     Kay Rising
Addr:     8412 Peregrine Ct.
Location: Lincoln, NE
Phone:    327-2668
Fax:      
Email:    
Comments: 
Northeast Lincoln is being left out and has been for many years in the areas 
of street improvements and commerical development.  The Wal-mart and 
surrounding commerical plats are much needed in this part of town.  Local 
business have not done their part with providing service to NE Lincoln.  
Current business will not be put out of existence if they provide a good 
service.  Don't stop a Wal-mart because of local fears and current owners not  
providing a good or needed service.  Lincoln can also use the additional tax 
dollars and we in NE Lincoln can save some gas money by not driving all over 
town. 



 
 

Combined Weed Program 
City of Lincoln 

October 2005 Monthly Report  
 

Inspection Activity  
• 

• 

5,702 inspections on 2,534 sites have been 
made to date.  
242 inspections were made during the 
month. 

Noxious Weeds  
• Made 975 inspections on 457 sites on 2,227 

acres. 

• Found 402 violations on 437 acres. 
• Found no violations on 54 sites. 
• Sent 80 notices, 267 letters, 3 trace cards 

and made 62 personal contacts. 
• 191 control plans have been received.  
• 317 sites controlled by landowners. 
• 9 sites force cut by contractors. 
• Control is pending on 10 sites. 
 
Weed Abatement 
• Made 4,727 inspections on 2,132 sites on 

1,067 acres. 
• Found 1,830 violations on 823 acres. 
• Found no violations on 284 sites. 
• 1,669 complaints received on 1,421 sites. 
• Sent 659 notices, 1,323 letters, published 

142 notifications and made 39 personal  
       contacts. 
• 1,652 sites cut by landowners. 
• 108 sites force cut by contractors. 
 

 
• Cutting is pending on 56 sites. 
 

INSPECTION SUMMARY   
4,727 Inspections of 2,132 sites
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October Activities 
11-13 NACO Conference Omaha 
20 County Management Team Retreat 8:30 
27 LPWMA Mtng, Wahoo 
31  Monthly activity report 
  

Planned November 
Activities 
10       Mgt Team Mtg 8:30 AM 
17 LPWMA meeting 
15-16 Fall Training 
28 Monthly activity report 
 
 



Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes 

11/09/2005 03:54 PM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Bus ridership

----- Forwarded by Larry Worth/Notes on 11/08/2005 10:27 AM -----

"Robin Eschliman" 
<REschliman@naifmarealty.c
om> 

11/08/2005 08:51 AM

To <LWorth@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

cc

Subject RE: Bus ridership

Wow.  6% increase.  I thought it would be up 10 or 20% with the rising gas
prices.

Robin Eschliman
 
-----Original Message-----
From: CThoreson@ci.lincoln.ne.us [mailto:CThoreson@ci.lincoln.ne.us] On
Behalf Of LWorth@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2005 8:39 AM
To: Robin Eschliman
Subject: Re: Bus ridership

Ms. Eschliman -- In response to your 11/7/05 request for information...

*  The president of Amalgamated Transit Union, Local No. 1273 is Mr. Leslie
Helms.  His home address is 5721 Gladstone & home phone is 450-7331.

*  F.Y. 2004-05 total StarTran ridership was 1,648,744
    F.Y. 2003-04 total StarTran ridership was 1,552,792

                                                                           
             "Robin Eschliman"                                             
             <reschliman@naifm                                             
             arealty.com>                                               To 
                                       <lworth@lincoln.ne.gov>             
             11/07/2005 01:14                                           cc 
             PM                                                            
                                                                   Subject 
                                       Bus ridership                       
                                                                       
Hello Larry:
Do you have any figures showing the bus ridership YTD as compared to 2004?
Also, I have forgotten the name of the head of the bus union who spoke to
us during the budget session.  Could you tell me how to get ahold of him?
Robin Eschliman



CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any
attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s)
and may contain confidential and privileged information.  Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is
prohibited.  If you are not the intended recipient, please
contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies
of the original message.



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/04/2005 09:06 AM

To "Bonita Johnsen" <flcbonita@alltel.net>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: cable TV

Dear Bonita Johnsen:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln  NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:    tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

"Bonita Johnsen" <flcbonita@alltel.net>

"Bonita Johnsen" 
<flcbonita@alltel.net> 

11/03/2005 03:47 PM
Please respond to
"Bonita Johnsen" 

<flcbonita@alltel.net>

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

Subject cable TV

We have overpriced cable TV in Lincoln compared  to surrounding 
cities and towns.  Please consider some  cable competition for Time Warner.
 



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/08/2005 10:08 AM

To Joan Kalivoda <jkalivo@lps.org>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: main post office

Dear Joan Kalivoda:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln  NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

 
Joan Kalivoda <jkalivo@lps.org>

Joan Kalivoda 
<jkalivo@lps.org> 

11/07/2005 04:13 PM

To cseng@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov, 
commish@lancaster.ne.gov, coby@liba.org, 
wbirdsall@1coc.com, dlandis@unicam.state.ne.us, 
mfoley@unicam.state.ne.us

cc

Subject main post office

I'm not sure just why the main post office is a target but I really
think that it would be a mistake to replace it with an event center.
The flow of traffic would be horrible.  And really the post office there
is convenient for all of us.  It fits into the historical site along
with the Haymarket.

Joan Kalivoda ( a resident of Lincoln for the last 35 years).

 - jkalivo.vcf



DO NOT REPLY to this - 
InterLinc 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

11/07/2005 05:02 PM

To General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Stephanie Watts
Address:  3301 N. 73rd Street
City:     Lincoln, NE 68507

Phone:    402-890-9852
Fax:
Email:    sjwatts2003@yahoo.com

Comment or Question:
As I am watching today's City Council meeting, I would like to express my 
opposition to a Walmart Center on North 84th Street.  I am looking forward to 
retail growth in this area, and I would prefer to support a locally owned 
business such as Russ's Market as a grocer of choice.

Thank you.

Stephanie Watts
Resident - Northeast Lincoln



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/08/2005 10:51 AM

To <tdelozier@pol.net>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Wal-mart issue - vote no

Dear Jodi Delozier:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:    tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

<tdelozier@pol.net>

<tdelozier@pol.net> 

11/08/2005 10:50 AM To <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

cc

Subject Wal-mart issue - vote no

Dear Council members,

Although I live in south Lincoln, there are many of us in my neighborhood
who do NOT want another Wal-Mart in this city (regardless of its
location).  Sometimes I wonder if there are any other stores out there
that could provide better service and quality?  To answer that question -
YES!  It would be nice for the city to encourage other big box stores (if
that's what you want) such as Kohls or Super Target.  I read today's paper
and disagree with the comment made to the council by Peter Katt, the
attorney representing the developer, "None of that's relevant to your
decision."  He was referring to the public hearing turning into a Wal-Mart
bashing.  It is important that the council listen to what the people in
Lincoln think about Wal-Mart, its hiring practices, the environment around
Wal-Mart, the parking issues, etc.  The entire point of a PUBLIC hearing
is for all of you to know what we want or do not want.

I, for one, have never been impressed with Wal-Mart.  It's prices are not
the lowest, the quality is not the best, it is an ugly store inside and
out, and it does hurt local retailers.  They have had trouble with their
treatment of employees and if one reads today's LJS, there is an article
on page 3A about Wal-Mart.  An affidavit was released stating that
Wal-Mart executives knew their company was hiring illegal immigrants many
of whom were housed in crowded conditions, sometimes having them sleep in
the backs of stores.

For those of you representatives who are thinking of saying "yes" to
another Wal-Mart, I urge you to change your mind.  I believe the majority



of people are not in favor of this particular big box.

Jodi Delozier
South Lincoln
Council rep.- Jonathan Cook













Tammy J Grammer/Notes 

11/07/2005 12:54 PM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Vote no on Walmart

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 11/07/2005 12:57 PM -----

Cathy Beecham 
<cathy_beecham@yahoo.com
> 

11/07/2005 12:55 PM

To City Council <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

cc

Subject Vote no on Walmart

Dear City Council Members,
 
I am writing to ask you to vote no on putting another Walmart in Lincoln.  We have plenty of 
superstores in our town.  If we keep adding them, we will destroy all of our small businesses.  
Please, be pro-business and vote against a new Walmart location.
 
SIncerely,
 
 
Cathy Beecham
2540 C Street
Lincoln, NE 68502

Yahoo! FareChase - Search multiple travel sites in one click. 









Tammy J Grammer/Notes 

11/08/2005 12:19 PM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Attn:  All council members

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 11/08/2005 12:21 PM -----

"Joan Anderson" 
<johnjoan@inebraska.com> 

11/02/2005 02:59 PM

To "City Council" <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

Subject Attn:  All council members

City Council, I urge caution and thorough study  before any restrictions are placed on where convicted sex 
offenders may live in  Lincoln. There are at least five factors to consider:  1.  Distance  restrictions from schools 
ignore the fact that sex offenders can drive or ride  the bus wherever they choose to go.  2.  People who have not yet  
offended but will offend are "out there" but we don't know where   3.  Future offenders may be living with children.  
4.   Congregating sex offenders in one area of town leads to too much concentration  of folks with the same 
problem.  5.  There are different levels of sex  offenders;  some are more likely to offend again than others.
 
I have no expertise in the field but am concerned  that we might make the situation worse if decisions are hastily  
made.
 
I urge the mayor's office and the city council to  study rehabilitation programs as a way to make our city less 
vulnerable to the  problem.
 
Thanks!
 
Joan Anderson
2427 Kessler Blvd.
Lincoln NE  68502



Tammy J Grammer/Notes 

11/08/2005 12:22 PM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Emerald & water

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 11/08/2005 12:24 PM -----

"Doc and Dee Mullet" 
<mullet@neb.rr.com> 

11/07/2005 05:03 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

Subject Emerald & water

We need to keep Lincoln's water in Lincoln. No one  forced anyone to live in Emerald, & they've known they've 
had a problem for  years! If some Lincoln council members (Camp, McRoy, Newman) are so  concerned about 
Emerald, as mentioned in the paper, I would suggest they  resign from the council, move to Emerald, & run for 
office there! To those  three, if you're not willing to represent those who put you in office, then  why did you run in 
the first place?
Most voters I've talked to agree with me, &  don't understand the sudden concern for Emerald. If you choose to 
carry the  torch for Emerald, I believe most of those concerned with Lincoln's future water  needs will remember the 
next time you run for reelection!!
Doc Mullet



Tammy J Grammer/Notes 

11/08/2005 02:02 PM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Wall Mart

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 11/08/2005 02:04 PM -----

"Bob Hampton" 
<bhampton@hamptonlots.co
m> 

11/07/2005 10:26 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

Subject Wall Mart

Dear City Council members:

I hope you will approve the Wall mart at 84th & Adams.

The NE part of town is very underserved by retail.

The roads can handle it better than most locations.

If you do not approve Wall mart at least approve the over all development.

Lincolnneeds the lots.

Bob Hampton



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/09/2005 08:15 AM

To "kristi burklund" <kburklund1@neb.rr.com>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: post office

Dear Ms. Burklund:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:    tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov
 

"kristi burklund" <kburklund1@neb.rr.com>

"kristi burklund" 
<kburklund1@neb.rr.com> 

11/08/2005 05:56 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

Subject post office

Why would you want to waste your money and tear down the railroad track and the main 
post office just to build an arena?  If you need one that bad in the haymarket area then why 
can't you build somewhere else in the haymarket area?  You don't need to tear down a post 
office for an stupid arena.  You are also dealing with jobs of people working there.  You 
would be wasting your money doing this.  That is my opinion.
 
Kristi Burklund

Add FUN to your email - CLICK HERE!

 - 350933_new.jpg



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/10/2005 08:06 AM

To "Arlyn Rawson" <acrawson@hotmail.com>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Theatre policy

Dear Arlyn Rawson:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:   402-441-6867
Fax:         402-441-6533
e-mail:    tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

  
"Arlyn Rawson" <acrawson@hotmail.com>

"Arlyn Rawson" 
<acrawson@hotmail.com> 

09/22/2005 05:19 PM

To <Council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

Subject Theatre policy

Dear Lincoln City Council:  Please record this  as my opposition to changing the current threatre policy for the city 
of  Lincoln.  We should not allow more than 6 theatres outside the downtown  area.   We poured city tax dollars into 
the Grand and if you build a  20 screen AMC on Hwy 2 you'll have the Grand, Eastpark, and Edgewood sit  empty.   
Please maintain current policy.   I'll make note of  your vote on 9-26.  Best regards.  Arlyn Rawson
5521 Melrose Ave.  Lincoln, Ne. 68506   acrawson@hotmail.com





Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/10/2005 12:29 PM

To "dartil@juno.com" <dartil@juno.com>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: cable tv rate hike

Dear RoseMary & Daniel Schweitzer:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be 
forwarded to the Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln  NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

"dartil@juno.com" <dartil@juno.com>

"dartil@juno.com" 
<dartil@juno.com> 

11/10/2005 11:40 AM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

Subject cable tv rate hike

All Members of the Lincoln City Council:
Re:  Time-Warner rate hike to benefit city

Please pay attention to this statement by Jon de Camp that the rate hike that 
Time Warner will be permitted to impose is A HIDDEN TAX!!

My preference:  We pay enough!!!  Look in to LINCOLN GETTING ANOTHER 
COMPETITIVE COMPANY.  The excuse in the Lincoln Journal today -- that it is 
too costly to include the inner city area  --  or something like that is not a 
good enough excuse.

FIGHT FOR US.  KEEP THE RATE HIKE OUT OF THE DISCUSSION.
God bless you!

RoseMary  and Daniel Schweitzer
3440 Laura Ave.
Lincoln, NE 68510




















